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FTER having faſfered, from the profecutioh 
of George Markham; the hardſhips of a long 
impriſonment, i in ſupport of our religious principles, 
we did not expect to have this injury aggravared by 
a public attack on our character and reputation, 
and a charge of obſtinacy, injuſtice, hypocriſy, and 
perjury. We hoped that he had, in ſome degree, 
become ſenſible of his unchriſtian conduct towards 
us, though chat ſenſibility had not been ſuch as to 
haste him openly to acknowledge it, and put an 
end to our impriſonment. We lament that the re- 
collection of the months, and even years, Which have 
Paſſed ſince our confinement, has been fo far from 
ſoftening his reſentment againſt us, that, not cogteuit 
with depriving us of our liberty, he is endeavouring 
to bereave us of our good name, and render us s odi- 
ous and deſpicable. We truſt, however, that we 
ſhall be able to ſet his charges and inſinuations in | 
à proper light, and to ſhow that our conduct o- 
wards him has not been ſuch as to merit the elle 
ment we have received. © 5 

It is painful to appear beſore the public l d Oe 
diſagreeable buſineſs of controverſy: but as we are 
forced into it, by theProſecutor's appeal, we hope to 
find an apology in che feelings of every candid reader. 
If, in our vindication, many things which we have 
32 fay, . 28 KY der: rage? they will; bear hard 


8.2 * 4 #72 upon 


(a) 


agen George Markham, we hope they will be at- 
tributed, rather to the nature of the things them» | 
ſelves, and the neceſſity of them to our defence, than 
_ to-any ſatisfaction which we feel in leſſening him in 

the eyes of the public. Could we have ſupported 
our cauſe, without depreciating bim, charity would 
have dictated, and we ſhould have embraced, the 
meaſure; ; bur the rigour of his conduct, and his miſ- 
repreſentations of us, have rendered this. defirable 
mode of defending ourſelves impracticable. But 
though we have no choice in this point, yet a Chrif- 


8 tian ſpirit, as well as good manners, will, we hope, 


preſerve us from rendering railing for F. or 
uſing any unbecoming language. 

In replying to the Famphlet before us, we ſhall not 
be very minute in our obſervations; n but ſhall con- 
| Jing. ne to ſhort ſtrictures on thoſe 5 

of it, which more materially c concern us. 

* fo make a. favourable. impreſſion on his 4 
at the outſet, George, Markham repreſents himſelf, 
8 not as as the perſecutor, but 25 the perſecuted 

60 We think this is a weak attempt to 

Hit 4 odium of perſecution from himſelf, as well 

"as a wanton n trifling with the n of * * 

ee e 

In the next 8 Be ——— "SM &« as 

"Tu to the nature. of the claim in conteſt, Tithes, 
4 no man diſapproyes, no man deteſts it, more 

« than he docs.“ Is this aſſertion conſiſtent 

with his reviving the ancient dormant claim to 

the, minuteſt tithable articles, which. his prede- 


ceſſor 


| (od - | "My 
— ini cad 
fiſtent with his caſting men into priſan, ho far 
conſcience fake could not pay his demands; and 


from whom he might have recoyered by Juſtices 


bam towards his pariſhioners; the care of whoſe 


Warrants ? This introduction, deſigned to conciate | 
the favour of the reader, muſt fail of its effect, hen 
Meeren 65049 men is profeſſigna. 
Alt page 4. io ſoften, the rigqur of his own claims. 
d eavours to degrade the moderation of his 
predeceſſar. But ſuch artiſice, whilſt it marks an un- 
generous ſpirit, muſt be eaſily diſcovered, and 0 
feat its own purpoſe. If his predeceſſor was with 
out family, and in poſſeſſion of anather living, 0 
alſo. was George Markham; and that ** fluggiſh- 
<« neſs,” as he is pleaſed to term if, which preſeryed 
| the preceding incumbent from haraſſing and dif 
g treſſing his pariſhioners, is much more cligible than 
_ that cager adtivity which purſues à little intereſt, at 
the e af the propanys.Blerry, ee 
— the old incumbers: paid bis time 
peaceably and-guicily auangit; his neighbgom; how 


different from that ſpirit of contention and litigation, 


which diſtinguiſhed the conduct of George Mark- 


| Couls, according to the office he had aſſumed, was 
committed to him! The former Incumbent appears 
too to have left the world, in eafy circumſtances; 
but Geo. Markham informs us, that, in ſupport af 
_ eccleſiaſtical demands, he has ſpent, every gyipes 
_ * he could muſter: a ſtriking admonition to 
M 4 3 our 


(6 9 
our Þ peckeckinn: as well as to all er be 
diſpoſed to tread in his ſteps! © 
In page 5: He ſtates, that ne weer 
the bill was filed againſt the Pariſhioners, being 
„well informed that, however favourable the de- 
<<" eree might be to him, the reſt of the Quakers, 
« norwithſtanding their pretences to the contrary, 
e would pay nothing without compulſion, he filed 
A another Bill againſt them, to prevent, as much 
* as pofſible, the control ns Statute of Limita- ? 
1 tions.“ ® 

If George Markham here means to 1 that 
his delay of commencing the ſuit againſt us, was 
from a principle of indulgence, and a hope that we 
would at length voluntarily comply with the demand, 


| without his proceeding to enforce it, we mult take 


the liberty of controverting that point. The reli- 
gious teſtimony which our Society has ſteadily ſups 


ported againſt the payment of Tithes, or any com- 
mutation for them, is ſo well known, that George 
Markham could not be ignorant of it. He admits, 
At page 45 5 that in-tlil pariſh, it appeared from his 


3353 that the firſt fit by George Markham 
vas brought againſt fix of the Pariſhioners, to try his Title to the Tithes, 
4 member of our Saciry, and ee. King, pon who dad log 
2 member of our Society, jamin Aa — 
deen diſowned, were united. Several 7 
this ſuit, and before judgment upon it, infituted u freſh fait, and pro- 

_ ceeded in the cauſe in which we are concerned. Having obtained 9 — 
In the fert cauſe, he effe&ed a pos nude perk e 
proprietors of Lands in the the further tion of 


i © it, except againſt the ſaid 1 We and Benjamin King, who re- 


fuſed to come into the agreement. William Wormall is fince deceaſed; 
and we underſtand that rge Markham ftill intends to impriſon Ben- 
1 who is now about eighty- five years old; This ſhort hiſtory 
s, will, we preſume, be ſufficient to enable the reader 

properly to di 


"Top 8 a them, and * 1 
FO 6 predeceflor's 


T3 
n predeceſſor's books, that the Quakers had, been 
6 in arrear to him for tithe-payments, | ten, fil ⸗ 
«teen, twenty, and ſome near thirty years;at a 
t time. We had deelared to him, that We could 


not, conſiſtently with our principles, pay him theſe 
demands. How then, with this knowledge of our 


principles and practice, and of our own explicit re- 
fuſal, could he expect that we would comply with 
his requiſitions? Is it probable. that his delay in 
filing his bill againſt us, aroſe from a principle of 
lenity, and a hope that we would at laſt yield to his 
claim? It appears to us that the real ground of his 
delay, was the uncertainty of ſueceſs; and that ha 
Bill was filed as ſoon as he became aſſured that he 
would ſucceed in che firſt ſuit. With what truth 
he can ſay, that we made pretences that we 
« would pay his demands without compulſion, we 
are at a loſs to conceive. We did not act ſo incon- 
ſidſtently with our principles; and che aſſertion | is as 
ill founded, as it is injurious to us. 

If he were in danger of control from che S 
of. Limitations, which we cannot admit, this is to 
be attributed to himſelf, Had he been diſpoſed to 
purſue, in proper time, and at regular periods, the 
ſhort and eaſy mode of recovery preſcribed by the | 


acts of William III. and George I. he would have bh 


experienced no embarraſſment of this kind, in 

obtaining what the Law has aſſigned him. We may 

venture to aſſert, that, it is not probable. would 

have met. with oppoſition, if he. had thought proper 
49, r . fea. demands, .in- thoſe. inſtances 

- 2 KS: where 


8 680 | 
n aggregurely 100 large for the Juſt 
—— Gin ak; n n rr 
At page 6, nee bd ne bend 
and duplicity of conduct. Theſe very Quakers, 
(eee he) “ who now urge their religious tenets, in 
bar to al dche- payment, obtained peculiar favour 
from a Court of Equity upon the pledge of obedi- 
«ence to the deciſion of ſuch Court, whenever ſuch 
« decifion ſhould be made known to them. That 
we ever declared or intimated that, under any cir- 
cumftances whatever, we would comply with the 
_ decree of the Court, fo as to pay the Plaintiff's de» 
mand of Tithes, we muſt explicitly ſay, is not true. 
We may have faid, or our Counſel may have ſaid 
for us, that if the modus were overturned in the firſt 
_fuit,'we would not difpute that point, nor, perhaps, 
_ the Plaintiff's legal title to the Tithes in controverſy: 
dut chis is eſſentially different from a declaration, 
- that we would, in that caſe, not only ſubmit, but 
-alſo pay the ſum decreed againſt us. We hold it to 
de our duty pafhvely to ſubmit to the Laws and le- 


ink it better to ſuffer the loſs of all things here, 


dan to violate our religious principles by an active 


compliance with whar we believe to be wrong, We 
united with the Pariſhioners in defending the firſt | 
85 fur, NEE or this Vun of — 


: < 9 d „ 
by evaſciendedlynlcke}-caticondiianpetidealithe 
teſtimony againſt paying the iche itſelf, ur the ſum 
decreed in lieu of it. They do not rhink they are 
precluded from puning 0 a lege He, ar d- 


Law; nor Som uying che-Ciſts/iherdpibbbibe | 
found to be miſtaken. The charge, therefore; of in- 
conſiſtency, which, on this occaſion, is made by Geo. 
„ bas, in their opinion, no juſt foundation.” 
In page 6, we find the following reflections:— 
” After great additional expenſe, incurred; through 
their refuſal of every proferred condition, when 
_< we once more came before the Court, theſe very 
„ eyafion, and delay, that could be deviſed for hem; 
Land, „at laſt, had even 1 
 * moſt pertinaciouſiy for a title to the nefits of tl 
* general ; which they had — 
& ed.“ Ide former part of this ſentence contains 
ſuppoſed to have ariſen from mind yet fore wuh 


forms of Law gave to its eurneſt deſires te proſecute 


him. We are not conſcious of having adopted any | 
meaſures merely for the purpoſe of delay, the ex- 

penſe of which we muſt have known would, in that 
_caſe, ultimately fall upon ourſelyes. Whether, our 
Counſel thought it right to contend for the benefits 
ne | 


ot certain 


— he ee 
—_— . ad. — 
DDr e ooo» 


TS —mK -g , , 
0 


nourablꝝ in ſupport of our cauſe, may not have fully 
cComprebended the nature of aur religious ſcruples; 


_ *Caftle.” From this repreſentatiot of our conduct, 


| with his Aſſiſtant, was 


„ 5 
eerie ingo beben nde fo. 
We may here make an obſervation which may apply 
to ſeveral charges and inſinuations contained in this 


Pamphlet: the Counſel whom ve employed, though 
men of abilities, and diſpoſed to exert themſelves ho- 


and views, very conſonant with their own and others 


ideas of propriety, which yet did not accord with our 
George Markham had done ſo, he would have ſup- 


preſſed ſeveral charges nen n are 


nne in his Pamphlet. 

George Markham, page 7, ſays, PRONE _ 
eras; *The Defendants thought proper 
4e to. bid deſiance to the Decree, and for ſuch their 
ac contempt of Court were attached and ſent to Vork 


it might naturally be ſuppoſed, chat either we ſet 
'ourſelves in oppoſition to the execution of the 
Decree, or that we made uſe of contemptuous or 
unbecoming language reſpecting it. But we were 
far from acting or ſpeaking in that manner, and 
- quietly ſubmitted to the attachment Which he had 
procured againſt us. Inſtead of a conſiderable force 
to guard and convey" us to priſon, a ſingle Bailiff, 
found ſufficient to manage 
k perſons? nee * confidence in our 
ä peaceable 


|; 


| K . 
— weiretourp anthiſphalilh: | 
ted us to lodge at the bouſes of our Friends: And 
as we bore our owt expenſes on the road, it is dif- 
fieult to account for the** fruitleſsꝰ charge of 35A 
which George Markham alleges he expended in 
conveying us to the Caſtle. It probable men 
George Markham penned the aceount of this laſt 
ſevere proceeding, he thought it neceſſury to leſſen 
the odium of it, 1 e and 
Weft of the law. #1 vinyrggb 
In che — e 


ang motions for our enlargement, and preferring 
te che confinement of our bodies to the ſurrender uf 


our effects: This charge we mult alſo tejett; as 
we have oppoſed no ſuch motions, nor expreſſed au 
. unwillingneſs to be brought before the Court at 
Weſtminſter. When George Markham's Counſel 
moved for a ſequeſtration, did not the Court declare, 
that it could not be granted until the priſoners were 
brought up by Habeas Corpus? And did not his 
Counſel withdraw the motion, on account of the 
great expenſe which this ſtep would « occaſion 7 : 

How then carr George Markham attribute chis cons 
memion in this place, that as there has not been 
ſince this motion, any ſtep taken by Geo: Markham | 
that would eventually diſcharge us from impriſon⸗ 


ment, we have too much reaſon to apprehend; har 


if it depend on him, we may lie in priſon for many ; 
| years, perhaps for life: as was the caſe with bur de? 


N EY John * impriſan ect 
| with 


| : FT w I 

of George Markham: It is ſcarcely necefiary to ob- 
ferve, that the ſame. principles which led us to fab- 
mit to impriſonment rather than pay Tithes, would 
each us to decline all ayertures for enlargement, on 


ſitent conduct, ought not to be charged upon us a8 


deavour to juſtify the ubiſorm tenor of aur conduct 
n chis buſineſs, we mult ingenn ouſiy own and lament 

he improper conduct of one of the Members of our 
Boeicty who is impriſoned with us. Having heard 
- that he had ſecretly made ſome overtures to Geo. 
| tranſaQion; and the reſult has afforded. us too much 


aſted conſiſtentiy with our principles and his own 
profeſſion. We truſt, however, that this impropriety 
of conduct, in an individual, will not be conſidered as, 


_ careful to at @ uniform and conſiſtent part. This 


_ tranſation bas been very much exaggerated by 
Deo. Markham in his Pamphlet, page 11, where he 
 fays that many of theſe Defendants have recently, 
_ 6-ſeparately, and ſecretly, made overtures to him 

& in this caſe,” We are uncertain whether the De- 


fendant, who is not a member of our Society, and 


bo is impriſoned with us, has made ſuch oyertures, 
* but if he 
4 16: 1 has, | 


PE: 

has, theſe are the only perſons of the preſent Da- 
_ think it is very unjuſtifiable/in G. Markham, 10 ex- 
preſs this charge in fuch terms as will naturally lead 
the reader to ſuppoſe, ihat the greater part of the 
Defendants had ated ſo itconfiſtemly was 
profeſſion. 21 0937 03 Abet nas Den in 
The inſtance nas es Ane 
of our Society, which we have juſt mentioned, can 
ufſord to George Markham but a poor cauſe: of tri- 
umph. Thie reflection that he had, by longgon- 
finement, compelled one of his priſonert to deviate 
From his profeſſion, would, if he poſſeſſed proper 
feelings, have cauſed regret inſtead of fatisfaQion. 
An upright adherence to the dictates of 'conſeience, | 
even when ſappoſed to be miſinformed, is a proof af, 
integrity, and will command _ de by wuy | 
feeling, confeientions mind. | 
At page 8 it is faid, © . Seeteet pure. 
e tempis, both ſecret and open, both direct and ob- 
e que, ſometimes to inteteſt the public in their 


cr behalf, at others to obtain the interference of n 


de friends, for the purpoſe of relieving them from 
the juſt and neceſſary graſp of the law, they in- | 
e duced their Society to force their caſe upon the 
cc conſideration of Parliament. - Aﬀter we had ox 
periented ſo much rigorous treatment from our pro- 
"ſecttor, and had no reaſon to hope that a ſenſe of 
Bis ſeverity and of our hardſhips, would procure our 
Teleale, it cannot ſurely be imputed to us as miſcon- 

at, that the nnn our ſut. wo 
: N 


* 


{ w )* : 
Ferings; induced them to apply to Parliament for our 
relief. Neither we nor they have, either privately 
or publicly, as George Markham inſinuates, made 
uſe of any meaſures that were mean or unjuſtifiable, 
to effect our enlargement: and it is not in his power 
to ſhow” any thing diſhonourable in the attempts 
which have been made to reſcue us, not from the 
« graſp of the law,” but from the graſp of our in- 
flexible Proſecutor. The liberality of ſentiment 
which prompted Serjeant Adair's motion, and the 
ability with which it was ſupported by him, were ſo 
_ -conſpicuous;that Geo. Markham's attempt to de- 
grade them, muſt be harmleſs and ineffectual. That 
_ they influenced the houſe of Commons to paſs the 
Bill, is a ſuſſicĩent and unequivocal teſtimony to the 
integrity and abilities of the reſpectable Sexjeant, as 
vell as a proof of the equity of the cauſe which. he 
eſpouſed. Though the Bill, notwithſtanding the fa- 
- . vourable ſentiments of it expreſſed in the Houſe of 
Peers, did not paſs that Houſe, we yet hope to ſee 
the juſtice of its principle not only ſupported, but J. 
extended; and the bodies at leaſt, of all perſons who 
axe conſcientiouſiy reſtrained from paying Tithey, 
protected from a proſecutor s reſentment. 
„With reſpe& to his comments at page 10, on bone 
of the 8 of. our Society, viz. the power of 
Fre the. civil Kere. the nature of the goſpel mi- 
-niſtry, the holy Scriptures, &c. it ſeems not to be 
our buſineſs. to enter into much explanation or con- 
troverly reſpecling them. The writings of ſeveral 
of our friends haye =ufficienly explained ; and ſup. 
l 1 i ; ported oy 


TY: 
ported theſe principles; /and-to- them we refer tha 
reader who is deſirous of further information. 
There are,; however, ſeueral intimationa or: iner: 
ences of Geo. Markham's reſpecting ſome of thoſe 
points, which ſeem to demand our attention. In 
reply to that argument, in favour of a diſinter̃eſted 
miniſtry, which is derived from che dire (ion of 
Chriſt to his Apoſtles, when he ſent them to preach 
the goſpel; © Freely ye have received, freely give, 
he quotes the ſubſequent paſſage of 'the-comext; 
6 The workinan is worthy of Bis meat.” This quo- 
tation, by its being Printed in Tralicks, appears'tobe 
advanced wicht a view to ſhow his right; and fuppore 
his claims againſt us. If he had recollefted that we 
never defired. his ſervices, and that he never had 
worked for us, he could not, furely, have ur ged ſuch 
4 groundleſs plea. 1 is totally applicable to us. 
But if we had. received bis miſſion, and he had la- 
boured to promote our religious welfare, che ſpirit, | 
if not the letter of the text and context, Ware 
preſcribed Arier limitations to his demands, and 
moniſhed him to be content with neceſſary 470 
rajment ; and would have allowed him even ibeſe, 
only whilſt he was ſo diligently employed in-preach; 

ing and ſpreading che goſpel, that he could not ap- 
ply io che means of ſupport... But this, contentment 
wich a moderate apply. of his wants, is widely diffe. 
rent from thay diſpoſitions which has taught bim to 
hunt after our property; to perplex us with a tedt · 
dus and e e and, at length, to e, 
. phetlulahy Robert Burday's Apology, 


St * „ 


7 
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(6) 
to priſon, -when we could not comply with his de: 
mands: a ſpecies of conduct certainly not very apoſ« 
tolical; and which would aſſuredly have made us 
. inituretther end 
— 2 bby 18015 28 

—̃ — of =xtr obeying - 
| — and ithhs, we have no 
right to plead the dictates of conſcience againſt them, 
Seo. Markham brings forward the Apoſtle s injunc - 
| ton to che Romans: eee foul be ſubject to 
the higher powers; for there is no power but of 

<« God: the powers that be, are ordained of God, 
+ Wherefore, ye mult needs be ſubjeR, not only for 
15 vratb, but alſo for conſcience,” Sg: Whilſt we rr 
Fi the ſpirit of perſecution. and intcleränce, which 
: in many countries, We rejoice i in the 
which we and others enjoy 1 ander the Britiſh Conſti- 
tution and Government: "and the Society of which 
| we are members, have frequently, in Wer public 
addrefles, gratefully acknowled * the, privileges 
which have been extended to them. But however 
xccNlehe the laws of dur coutitty getieralſy are, and 
toe much Loe vet eutftledt to our reg, we pre. 
fume they are not perfett; and thar i repeal of thoſe 
eſpecially, which enable” men to oppreſs their fellow mr 
fubjects, who for" conſcience ſake cannot comply 
with their demands, would be a juſt and rational im 
provement. We hope that uo perſon wil think we 
depreciate theſe laws, hen we prefer before them 
| „ e, ee 6 Him that made us. 
Tl!hat che Apoſile; i» the paſſage juſt recited, could 
not * cant t vin unlimited obodichce to the 


__ © exiſting 


A ). 
exiſting: Laws, is indiſputably evident, from the 
knowledge which he had of his fellow Apoſtles 
conduct; from his own labours to wean the people 5 
from — eftabli iſhed ſuperſtitions then prevalent; and | 
from the deſtruction to Chriſtianity which ſuch am 
injunction muſt probably have occaſioned. The 
only rational and conſiſtent interpretation of the 
Apoſtle's language in this place, appears to us to 
be, that he adviſes Chriſtians to be obedient to the 
higher powers; in things that do not violate their 
religious principles; and that, in caſes which do 
| violate them, they are not to uſe reſiſtance, but 
1 rather quietly ſubmit to the ſufferings to which their 
religion may expoſe them. 
I be conſtruction which George Markham Tis 
to contend. for, namely, that conſcience muſt bend. 
to the mandates. of civil authority, would be at- 
tended with more pernicious effects to religion, 
. than We hope he would wiſh to ſupport. If be 
reſided under à Popiſh Government, or in Turkey 
or China, would he think it his duty to proſtrate 
himſelf at the elevation of the Hoſt, to acknowledge 
the Impoſtor Mahomet, or to bow to the Emperor's 
Idols, and to abjure the Chriſtian religion? Not 
ſo did Daniel, when he openly worſhipped: the 
Lord according to his religious ſentiments, though 
the King had otherwiſe decreed: Not ſo did the ” 
apoſtles Peter and John, when they preached Chriſt, © 
though they had been forbidden. Theſe' upright 
and faichful men magnanimouſly replied to their 
wie, Gs: „Whether it be right in wle ght of God, 
| * rn 1 m N nes 


* | 


by 


(  ) 
to licarkin unto you more than Unto God, judge 


: for v we cannot But ſpeak the "things whick 
10 we hape Teen and heard, ” The principle which 


George | Markham appears to eſpouſe, would have 
ed the Reformation, and rendered an ad- 


herence | to Popery, with all its ſuperſtitions, "a 
virtue: it ſeems to juſtify perſecution ; and tends to 
extinguiſh all iprordineins in religion. . 
ie caſes which we have ſtated may be led 
extrem eme caſes; but they are nbt imaginary; and 


| perbap haps they more decifively ſettle che point in 


queſtion, than caſes ftared'i in a lower degree. The 
limitation of the Civil Power, and the inalienable ; 


rights of men, in matters of conſcience, are tlie 


lame! in nature, whatever may be the caſes to which 
they are applied; and the controuling power is alke 
ſupreme, whether the duty be of greater” or of kels 


magnitude. REN 


Some inconveniences. may indeed bereut 


ariſe from the performance of duties Which do br 


accord with the laws of the country; bot What are 


they when conipared with that ifs" ef ern 4d 


oppreſſion, which the contrary principle iyolves, 
and has often produced ? There are few ad- 


vantages, of great extent eſpecially, which ire 
not attended with fone inconvettiences : but in 


— 


our caſe, theſe can never be of great möment. 


We do not diſturb- the peace of ſociety by ohr 
principles: we hbld. it to be o our duty to 74700 All 
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violence; and paſſively, as well as. - patiently, to 
truſt in Providence, and take the confequetices'of 


adhering | 


— 
— 


—— 
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adhering to our * duties. Thus, by fa- 
preme reverence to the Divine Law, and paſſive 
ſubmiſſion to the penalty inflicted by the Civil 
Magiſtrate, we think we reconcile. our duty to God 
and to man; and, in the proper ſenſe of it, comply 

with the injunction expreſſed by the Apoſtle. 
Though we believe it is right not to oppoſe 1 the 
execution of the Laws, even when they encroach on 
our religious duties, we. do not imagine that we 
are precluded from remonſtrating againſt the hard. 
ſhips which they impoſe, nor from animadverting 
on the rigour of thoſe who. enforce them. By, the | 
former, the grievances . may be quietly redrefled z 


and by the latter, men of hard minds may be : | 


deterred from ſevere and oppreſſive proſecutions. 

We think it is our duty to contribute to the 
ſupport of Civil Government, by. rendering Tri- 
<« bute to whom Tribute is due, Cuſtom to whom 
+. Cuſtom, &c.“ And we truſt, that the. correſpon- 


„dent practice of our Society, and its care to aft 


uprightly in this buſineſs, are incontrovertible. To 
+ render, unto Cæſar the things that are Cæſar's, 
and unto God. the things * are eee Ir 
conſcientiouſly obeying. 
If George Markham, in quoting 7 48 n 
F {ſuppoſed that our caſe was not, a caſe 
of Conſcience, and that therefore the precept ap- 


pied to us. in its literal, and upqualifid meaning, 


ve deſire him to reflect, that it is Preſuming too 
* to decide on the judgment and feelings of 
A 2 Gber; ; 


( 26 ) 
others; and that, in religious concerns, or thoſe 


| Which are conceived to be ſuch, every man muſt 
ſtand or fall, according to his obedience or diſo- 


bedience to the Great Searcher of hearts. When 
men openly declare their ſentiments, act a ſteady . 


and conſiſtent part, and ſuffer in ſupport of their 
profeſſions and conduct, they give the beſt evidence 


of their ſincerity, and have a right to be treated 


with moderation and charity. 

At page 11, George Markham _ that 
our *©* plea of Conſcience is fictitious. Benjamin 
* King, one of theſe Quakers, but juſt now taken 
de in execution, leaſed, and himſelf collected, the 
&« great Tithes of his own Townſhip for ſeveral 
« years. The Society having heard of this charge 
* apainſt him, have now affected to diſown him. 
« But he ſtill affirms himſelf to be a friend.” 

This ON Tn contains very groſs miſrepreſen- 
tations. Inſtead of the Society affecting now to 
diſown the ſaid Benjamin King, the truth is, that 
he was diſowned upwards of fifty years ago; and 
that after his diſownment, not before it, he became 
a Tithe-Farmer. Nothing but an earneſt defire to 


» reproach and degrade us, could have hurried 


George Markham to conduct his charges with ſo 


little policy, and to expoſe himſelf to ſuch certain 


detection. It, is worthy of remark in this place, 
that in the title of the cauſe, on the back of the 
Title-Page of his Pamphlet, George Markham has 


inſerted the name of Benjamin King, as one of the 


3 ben, in 1 he never was a De- 
A fendant 


* 


( 22. 3 
han; in-the ſuit againſt us. This appears to be, 
apiece of art, to colour the general charge of du- 
plicity againſt us, by involving us, and others of 
the Society, in what he has to ſay againſt Benjamin, 
King. | 
ny ! Benjamin King, or any others who fd been "= 


Ae as Members of our Society, « ſtill affirm 


<« themſelves to be Friends, we cannot prevent 
ſuch pretences. The Society does its part in 
marking their deviations by public diſownment : - 
and though many perſons in this ſituation may, by 
their conduct, occaſion ſome reflections on the So- 
ciety, from thoſe who take them to be Members of 
it, yet we hope there are many candid and judicious . 
perſons, who make proper diſtinctions, and exone- 
rate the Society from ſuch unjuſt imputations. 

George Markham ſays, that the Quakers? Plea 


of Conſcience is not adhered to: That they pay 
_ + Tithes by colluſion in every part of the Kingdom, 


and that they | have heretofore paid them thus in 


„ the Pariſh in queſtion.” It is well known that 
the Society is vigilant in endeavouring to ſupport BY 


its teſtimony againſt the payment of Tithes. The 
annual account of their ſufferings on this head, at 
once prove the principle, and the care to ſupport i it, 
If ſome of its Members {till deviate from the rules, 


and elude the care of the Society, it cannot, ſurely, 7 
be chargeable on the body, which laments, and 
*- endeavours to counteract the defection. | 


In the lame page, George Markham nas pro- | 


ps. 12 a relief to our conſciences, that we 
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& ſhould pay the Tithes in our rentals” to our 
_ Landlords, and that the latter ſhoutd' becottie 
& reſponſible to the pariſh prieſt.” But ſuch a 
propoſal denotes either very little knowledge of our 
inciples, or a low opinion of our integrity. If 
f we object to paying the Tithes ourſelves, how can 
Se, with any conſiſtency, contract with the Land. 
ford to pay them for us? It were much better to 
pay them avowedly, than to adopt ſuch : a 5 Uotieft 
| colluſion. ; 
Me have FIR] 1 the claims of George 
Markham are within the powers of the Acts of 
f William III. and George I. and that, if he had 
been ſo diſpoſed, he might, by law, have recovered | 
them under thoſe acts, in a mode far leſs oppreſſive 
than that which he has choſen. To this he has re- 
plied, page 12 of his book, © That the Magiſtrates 
* &yaded the complaint in toto, on account of a 
# pretended informality in the ſervice of the ſum- 
& monſes.” We have made further enquiry into 
this affair, and it appears that the Magiſtrates did, 
PA avail themſclves of the informality of the 
ſummonſes to diſmiſs the complaint; "bet that the 
chief ground of their rejecting it, Was the exor- 
i birancy of the demand. And this clearly appears 
From: the teſtimony of a reſpettable Magiſtrate who 
Was then preſent, and who is the only ſurvivor of 
the Juſtices before whom they were ſummoned. 
This Magiſtrate declares, that the ground on which 
5 the complaint Was diſmiſfed, was the exorbitaney | 
of his * The late, ſo forcibly repre- 
: ſented 


| Ca) 
| ſented the unreaſonableneſs of his claims, that, in 
the warmth of temper, he declared he wou d pro- 
ſecure. each perſon in che Court of Exchequer. 
'The Juſtices, hoping that he would apply again in 
2, better diſpoſition „told him, that if he .w 
make reaſonable demands, bis chan ſhould be at- 
tended to, George Markham alleges that « The, 
a Magiſtrates were not. friendly to the - buſineſs.” 
Why. they, ſhould be leſs, ſa to him than to us, is 
0 otherwiſe to be accounted for, than from the. 
juſtice, and unreaſonableneſs of his claim. | Ons 
of them, namely, Henry Zeuch, Was a C | 
of the Church of England (though Geo. Hock 
ham docs not {peak of him as ſuch); and therelo 
may be ſuppoſed to have deen as favourable to 10 
Kane as che nature of it would agumit gf. I ch 
informality of the ſummonſes were the pniy grown 
pf exception, George Markham might cafily, hays 
remędied that inconvenience, had he really been 
ayerſe to the ſeyere mode of e hh. which he 
has adopted againſt us. 
In anſyer to our aſſertipn, that be complaint vas 
diſmiſſed by the Magiſtrates, on on the ground of the 


- complainant's extravagant charge, he ſays, page 12, 


£ The aſſertign is both futile and falſe upon the 
e very face of it; becauſe the value is to be ſettled 

+ by the Jultices.!? But he does not refle, that © 

the Juſtices, previous to aſcertaining the value, muſt 

receive the complainant's charge or agcount, and 

hear the parties in anſwer. It yay in this ſtage of 
** buſineſs Gin which omen ere m. can 

. 
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certainly have appeared) that his unreaſonable 
demands were reprobated. | 

George Markham aſſerts, that © the OF of 
&© the complaint was not gone- into before the 
* Juſtices : but, if it had been canvaſſed, it is in 
6c proof that the intended defence was not, as is 
& now aſſerted, a ſurcharge upon the articles in 
6 queſtion.” That the ground of the complaint 
was gone into, ſufficiently appears from what has 
been already obſerved ; and from the teſtimony of 
the "ſurviving Juſtice. If we, or any of us, had 
intended to ſet up a Modus againſt the Vicar's claim, 
that intention muſt have appeared at the” time. 
But n no fuck intention exiſted, and nothing of the 
kind was hinted or propofed. We muſt therefore 
put him 'to the proof of what he has ſo confidently 
aſſerted. That we had no intention to plead any 
Modus before the Juſtices, is fairly prefumable from 
the bar which that plea would have formed to their 
Jurifdidtion'; and from the conſequent removal of 
the cauſe into a Court, where we knew we muſt 
meet with heavy expenſes, : as well as the. — ich | 
| W impriſonment. | 
It is true chat, in our anſwers to the Plaintiff 's 
; Fil, "we mentioned certain Moduſes, which we 
underſtood had been cuſtomarily paid; but this 
Vas extorted from us, by the nature of the inter- 
| rogatories contained in the Bill; and we never ad- 
duced any witneſſes to ſupport i it, nor put the Court 
upon deciding that point. But if we had voluntarily 
2 the Modus in anſwer to the * 's Bill, 
75 and 


6259 6 
ad had endeavoured to ſupport it by. evidence, 
| this would not prove that we had, intended to do ſo 
before the Juſtices. The expenſe and danger, with 
other conſiderations, . might have induced us. pru- 
dently to wave that plea when ſummoned before 
the Juſtices, which yet, when we were forced i into, 


the Exchequer, might be very conſiſtently advanced, 


me. 7 


We defire that what we have ſaid reſpecting the | 


Ades of William III. and George I. for the more eaſy 
recovery of Tithes, may not be underſtood as con- 
veying an idea that we are completely ſatisſied with 
the proviſions of thoſe Acts. Our religious teſti. 
mony againſt the payment of Tithes, extends to 
them in every form, and under every regulation. 
But when the Legiſlature has wiſely directed an eaſy 


way: of recovering them, inſtead of oppreſſive ſuits | 


in the Exchequer, and the Eccleſiaſtical Courts, We 


think we have a right to complain, if the proſecutor, 


rejecting the mild and eaſy mode, ſhould ſelect that 
which is attended with ruinous charges on our 
eſtates, and. unlimited impriſonment of our bodies. 

What George Markham ſays at page 13, reſpeR= 
ing putting in ſeparate anſwers to a ſingle Bill, does 


not apply to us. If William Wormall choſe to ſe⸗ | 


parate his anſwer from that of Benjamin King, Or 
others in the ſuit, againſt them, it ſtands as a proof 
of our deceaſed friend's integrity, wha could not 
From what we have-ſaid on this ſubje&, it is evident, chat the 


rtions in the Court of Fxcheg uer, art in the Houſe of Commo 
d elſewhere; that a Modus 3, actually pleaded before the 47 


e deſtitute of Kee, wr bees Gearge Markham hike if doo | 
| unite 


e 
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utite in che anfwers of others; and probably was: 
therefore neceſſitated to form one for himſelf, con- 
ſonant to. the dictates of his own mind. 5 
I the fame page, we are charged with « the 
groſſeſt and fouleſt perjurics,” This is à re- 
ſlection of ſo heinous a nature as to require the 
cleareſt evidence to juſtify it; but, like many other 
of his aſſertions, it is utterly deſtitute of foundation. 
To fupport the charge, he alleges two facts, viz. 
« They have fworn to (alias affirmed) a barren 
& co. modus, which they know to have no fhadow 
4 of exiſtence; and which they never meant to fup- 
& port: and they denied upon oath (or affirmation) 
& att Enotuledge of a combination to oppoſe the 


4 Vicar. Whether this barren cow- modus is the 


creature of his own ima gination; or whether what 
he fays of it may be applicable to any others whom 
he has proſecuted, we prefume not to determine; 
but we do not hefitate to aſſert, that none of his 
preſent priſoners have made the affirmation with 
which he has charged them. We muſt alſo” dif. 
pute tlie juſtneſs of the other part of his proof. 
We did indeed deny all manner of unlawful com- 
bination and confederacy; but we did not deny 
the knowledge of a general agreement to oppoſe the 
"Vicar's daim. That there was ſuch an agreement 


| we very well knew. Wbat feven of the priſoners 


denied was, their having ever fubſcribed or paid, 
ar agreed to ſubſcribe or pay, any ſum of ſums of 
money, for defending or proſecming any ſuits g · 


Perg the fald George aba aim: tothe 
0 Tithes 


C#) 


Tirhes of the Pariſh of Carlton. This was Wan 


and is, ſurely, very different from dtnying alf 
knowledge of the fact. What then hecomes of lis 
2 againſt us, of having been guilty of che 

groſſeſt and fouleſt perjuries?“ There is not the 


ſhadow” of proof to ſupport it. He certainly de- | 


ſerves reprehenſion at leaſt; for ſo wanton and 
unjuſt an attack on our characters, by a charge in- 
volving fuck ferions and important conſequences. 

Though he appears folicitous to avoid the odium 


of having litigionſly extended the proceedings, and 
of having accumulated upon us unneceſſary expenſes, 


and we believe the public, as well as ourſelves, will 
think that he has purſued us with great ſeverity and 
inhumanity. It is in vain. that he attempts to di- 
guife his own harſh treatment of us by aſſigning ii 


to the laws: © Theſe Quakers (he ſays) are pur. 


« ſued with legal rigour as Criminals.” The Laws 


which refpe the preſent cafe, whatever ſeverity 


may mark them, cannot put themſchves in operation. 
It is the activity and paffions of men which bring 
nen. to bear upon us: and George Markham is 


the inftrument which has voluntarily put them in 


motion. Whilſt we regret, that there is power 
given by theſe Laws to unfeeling men to harraſs 
and oppreſs their fellows, we cannot acquit the wib 
ling Agent, who carneſtly W forward to enforce 
their rigour! _ 

It might have been expeQed that Geo. Markham 
would have been fatisfied with a rigorous proſcemion 


an 


9 28 ) | | 
and public miſrepreſentation, without loading us 
| with. opprobrious and abufive. language. 10 this, 
however, he has defcended; The following are ſome 
of the very unbecoming expreſſions which he freely 
applies to us: —“ Their own fantaſtick ideas; ““ 
8 Their hypocritical: pretences; The vile miſ- 
« r repreſentations. of the — 3 They have 
6 adopted means the moſt deſpicable and immoral; 
ce Their roguiſh obſtinacy.” If the cauſe which he 
meant to ſupport were in itſelf tenable, it needed no 
uch ſcurrilous appendages; and if it could not be 
vidicated, they would afford it no afliſtance. As 
the warmth of temper which diQated this abuſe may 
poſſibly lead ſome of his readers to ſuſpeR, that 
many other paſſages in his book have been influ- 
- enced by the ſame ſpirit, it was neither wiſe nor 55 
humane to indulge i ity whatever e it may 
- have afforded him. 
Alter all the unrelenting foveiiry hich, in vari. 
3 ria forms, we have experienced from this man, we 
ſhall leave the reader to judge of the truth of his 
declaration, when he fays, © It cannot, ſurely, be 
* ſuppoſed that their impriſonment is any gratiſi . 
8 cation to me. However this may be, we think 
. © ourſelves warranted in doubting whether any part 
- &f his conduct has been influenced by a principle 
| ef lenity towards us; and therefore we muſt object 
to the declaration contained in the following note at 
page 13. They ſhould be informed that my lenity 
L ſtands demonſtrated. It was in my power to have 
64 9 chem under = Lord's Act, for their 
refuſal 


(29) 


cc refuſal to aſſign A effects. We do not be- 
lieve that it was in his power to tranſport us under 
the act alluded to: and if he could have done it, 


' where is the lenity, in not driving a number of his 


induſtrious Pariſhioners into baniſhment, becgufs 
they could not in confcience pay his demand of 


Tithes? Such a reſtraint upon himſelf might, in that 


caſe, mark a repugnance to extreme eruelty, but in 
no propriety of language could it be denominated 


tenderneſs. We cannot certainly ſay, that, had it 
been in his power, he would have proceeded to 
this rigorous extremity; but we have ſome ,reaſon 


to ſuppoſe it; for we underſtand chat he has fad, 


He would drive every Quaker out of che pariſh,”” 
The fame averſion to this people Would probably 
make him wiſh to drive them out of the kingdom. 
If, by a particular clauſe in the preſent Inſolyent 
Act, we ſhould be diſcharged from impriſonment, 


and the ſaid George Markham, in a ſpirit: ſumilar | 


to what we have juſt mentianed, ſhould again pro- 
ſecute us in the Court of Exchequer, forthe Tithes 


claimed ſince the decree againſt us, which has, al- 
ready been intimated by his Solicitor, we hope to 


bear with patience this extreme rigour, and to be 


ſupported under every ſeverity, with which. gay: BY 


be permitted to purſue, us. 


Our Proſecutor appears to have a proper ſenſe at | 
ſeverity and want of feeling in others; and has 

quoted, at page 21, an inſtance of i it, which we thipk | 

_ worthy of republication; and we hope the review. 

1 it may induce him ſeriouſly to pauſe, and fay to 


3 kindelf, 


Nhe farmer was taken in execution for debt and 


(5) 
himſelf, . Am not the man?” A farmer had the 
mis fortune to · kill a hare, on his own ground: the 
.* lord of the manor, inſtead of being contented 
ve with the puniſhment of levying che fine of five 


juſtice of peace, proceeded againſt him by action. 


_ '*©:eolts;;amounting/:to the enormous ſum of one 

leeihundred and forty pounds, and thrown into pri- 

. e here he lay upwards of eleven years.” 

Norwithſtanding we feeli the: injuries done to us | 
5 enn, Markham, and lament the ſpirit with 

| Which he ſtilt purſues us, e hope that we bave not 


indulged an improper degree of warmth, or expreſ- 
 Tedourſelves in a manner unbecoming. our: proftſ- 


mon. We have thought it our duty fully to expoſe 


Inis miſrepreſentations, and animadvert on his con- 
duct, that we may not lie under unjuſt imputatiens, 
Aud that himſelf and others may reflect on the pro- 
bable iſſue of ſuch unjuſtiſiable proceedings. The 
bare recital of certain facts and perverſions, does, 
| indeed, involve ſevere reflections, but theſe are not 
_ ©imputable to us ho ſtate them, but 40 kini-who has 

1 "obliged us to do ſo. 93 

Thouglt the perſon; on whoſe FT ER have 
been obliged freely to animadvert, is a Clergyman 
of the Church of England, yet we believe there by 
many df that order vho- will highly diſapprove his 
_ *xreatmenr'of us; and we hope that this general - diſ- 
upprobation of lis conduct in this: {fair will pro- 
Worth its proper effect on his own mind. He has 
85 5 | Been 5 


pounds, whith che might have dene before an 


ta). ) 
een hot a Heile ſolicitous to Hake 1b bebe wsd, tht - 
he * has ſearcely had any orheripleaſures or han, 
„ eoneern or fätisfaction, than Wat relate to dhe 
« rights and intereſts of a defrauded andatupovenith- - 
ed church.“ If this language is aſſumed merely to 
Intereſt the Clergy and the members of thatGhurch 
in his cauſe, and to prepoſſeſs them againſt thoſe 
who are che objects of tis proſecution, it is not only 
diſingenuous,: bur-muſt-fail of accompliſhing the in- 


tended effect. - No reaſonable member of the elta- 


bliſhed Church will believe that its intereſts are ſup- 
ported, and its credit and influence extended, by an 
unbounded attachment ro-ſetfintereſt, and a ſpirit 
of reſentment, in thoſe. who are appointed to du. 
charge its offices. Meekneſs and moderatidn, 2 2 

gentle and conciliating ſpirit, charity and a tender 
ſolicitude for the caſe and happineſs of all around 
him, are the qualities which endear the publick 
teacher, and reflect honour upon che church of 
which he is 3 paſtor. | 

We have now finiſhed our temarks on 980 parts 
of che Pamphlet which are applicable to us; and 
vue truſt that every candid reader will. acquit us of 


che charges which have been brought againſt bs"; 


We recommend to George Markham a ſerious and 
 diſpaſſionate review of the whole of his conduct, and 

of ours, reſpectiug this buſineſs. If it produce 4 pro- 
per regret for the part he has acted, and determine 
him to avoid in future a mode of ut ſo injuri- 
ous to NY and 1 little n 
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count, as well as on that of many others, who will 
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2 of this edition informs the Reader, chat 
. -the Priſoners are now liberated from their confine- 
ment, by the kind interpoſition of the Legiſlature. 
Laſt Seſſion of Parliament, a clauſe was added to 
the Inſolvent Act then paſſed, by virtue of which, 
the Priſoners, on appearing before the Juſtices at 
an adjournment of the Quarter Seſſions for the 


"York, on the 16th inſtant, were then ſet at liberty. 


"rants to be made out for the amount of the Sums 


© decreed againſt them reſpectively by the Court of 
| Exch Juer wich che roportion of Coſts upon each. 
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* 2 is "with peculiar ſatisfaction, that the 


- Weſt Riding of the County, held at the Caſtle of 


On diſcharging them, the Juſtices directed war- 
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